WASHI NGTON METROPCLI TAN AREA TRANSI T COWM SSI ON
SI LVER SPRI NG MARYLAND

ORDER NO. 12, 362

IN THE MATTER OF: Served April 7, 2010
Application of CEEPCO CONTRACTI NG ) Case No. AP-2009-079
LLC, for a Certificate of Authority)
-- Irregular Route Qperations )

This matter is before the Comm ssion on applicant’s request for
reconsideration of the voiding of authority conditionally granted to
applicant in Comm ssion Order No. 12,124, served August 18, 2009.

Order No. 12,124 specified that applicant would have the full
180 days avail able under Comm ssion Regulation No. 66 to satisfy the
conditions of the grant. Applicant did not fully conply with the
prescribed conditions within the allotted tine. The conditional grant
consequently becane void on February 17, 2010. Under Article XII1,
Section 4(a), applicant had wuntil Mirch 19, 2010, to file an
application for reconsideration.?

Applicant tinely filed an application for reconsideration on
March 1, 2010, but the application does not allege any error on the part
of the Conmission as required by statute.? The application therefore is
denied. W may reopen this proceeding on our own initiative,?® however,
and issue Certificate of Authority No. 1632, provided applicant has
substantially satisfied the conditions of issuance prescribed in Oder
No. 12,124.°

The record shows that applicant has conplied with all of the
requirements of Oder No. 12,124, except the requirenment that
applicant file copies of the for-hire registrations for all vehicles
and the requirenment that applicant file I|eases for vehicles not
registered in applicant’s nane.

Applicant proposes transporting passengers under a contract
with the Environnmental Protection Adm nistration (EPA). Sonme of the
vehicles applicant will be using to provide that service are being
furnished by the agency, as stipulated in the contract. Applicant has
not produced any registrations for these vehicles because they are
owned by the federal governnent, and the federal government is not
required to register them with any state, and the vehicles are

! See In re Boone-MNair Transp., LLC, No. AP-02-66, Order No. 7063
(Mar. 4, 2003) (30-day reconsideration filing period begins running on the
day the conditional grant becones void).

2 Conpact, tit. Il, art. XlIl, § 4(a).

3 Conmi ssion Rule No. 26-04.

“1In re Haymarket Transp., Inc., No. AP-08-181, Order No. 12,186 (Cct. 8,
2009) .



sufficiently identified in the contract.® Under the circunstances, we
shall waive this condition of Oder No. 12,124 with respect to the
vehi cl es furnished by EPA

Applicant also has not produced any |ease(s) for the vehicles
furnished by EPA because EPA contracting personnel have infornmed
applicant that EPA |eases these vehicles from the General Services
Adm nistration and GSA rules prohibit the agency from |easing these
vehicles to a third party. W express no opinion on what GSA
regulations allow and disallow W find, however, that the EPA
contract serves as an acceptable substitute for the |ease(s) required
by Regul ati on No. 62.

The Conmi ssion adopted its vehicle leasing regulations in 1979
for the followi ng purposes:

1) promoting the maxi mum efficient utilization of manpower
and equi pnent consistent with the public interest and
the | aw,

2) informng per sons subj ect to t he Comm ssion's
jurisdiction what Ileasing practices nmay lawfully be
conduct ed;

3) assuring clear identification of the carrier to the
public and to the users of the service;

4) identifying the carrier whose tariff rates mnust apply
to an operation;

5) clearly identifying responsibility for an operati on;

6) preventing circunmvention of the Conpact t hr ough
"rental" of operating rights;

7) preventing crossjurisdictional abuse of vehicl e
licensing and registration requirenents;

8) assuring equi prent availability; and

9) assuring continuity of service through appropriately
guar ant eed | ease pri ci ng.

In re Proposed Reg. Relating to Leases of Equip., No. 388, Oder
No. 2011 at 8 (July 24, 1979). The EPA contract acconplishes these
purposes by identifying the vehicles furnished by EPA, stipulating
that the vehicles “will only be used for performance under this
contract, unless otherwise directed by the [Purchase Ofice]”,® and
i dentifying applicant as the sole contractor.’

One collateral issue remins. According to a vehicle |ist
obtained from applicant’s insurance conpany, applicant has not yet
reported to the insurer two of the vehicles furnished by EPA: a 2008

° The specific vehicles are identified by VIN, plate nunber, year, make,
and nodel in the agency contract, which applicant has filed as its proposed
Contract Tariff No. CT-1.

6 EPA Contract, p. 2-5 of 6, § 4.01.

" An updated vehicle list prepared by EPA contracting staff and received by
the Commi ssion March 5, 2010, shall be appended to applicant’s tariff to
ensure conplete accuracy. A copy of the updated list shall be mmintained in
the Commission's carrier |lease files, as well.
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Chevy with VIN ending 97002 and a 2009 Chevy with VIN ending 14873.
In addition, applicant has reported four vehicles to its insurance
conpany that were not included in the vehicle list filed with the
Commi ssion in response to Order No. 12,124. Those vehi cl es have not
been inspected by Conmi ssion staff, and there is nothing in the record
to indicate that those vehicles have passed a safety inspection wthin
the past 12 nmonths. The four vehicles in question are as foll ows:

2004 Ford VI N endi ng 05509
2006 Ford VI N endi ng 45008
2009 Ford VI N endi ng 58687
2006 Ford VI N endi ng 88843

Applicant shall not operate the six aforementioned vehicles
under Certificate No. 1632 unless and until they have been cleared for
servi ce by Comnm ssion staff.

In consideration of the foregoing, we find that applicant has
substantially satisfied the conditions of issuance prescribed in Oder
No. 12,124.

THEREFORE, | T IS ORDERED:
1. That the application for reconsideration is denied.

2. That Case No. AP-2009-079 is reopened pursuant to
Commi ssion Rule No. 26-04.

3. That appl i cant havi ng substantially satisfied t he
conditions of Oder No. 12,124, Certificate of Authority No. 1632
shall be issued to Ceepco Contracting, LLC, 6802 Industrial Drive
#204, Beltsville, MD, 20705-1273.

4. That applicant shall not operate the follow ng six vehicles
under Certificate No. 1632 unless and until the Comm ssion’ s Executive
Director has verified in witing that they have been reported to
applicant’s insurance conpany, passed a safety inspection within the
past 12 nonths, and passed inspection by Conmm ssion staff.

2008 Chevy VI N endi ng 97002
2009 Chevy VIN endi ng 14873
2004 Ford VI N endi ng 05509
2006 Ford VI N endi ng 45008
2009 Ford VI N endi ng 58687
2006 Ford VI N endi ng 88843

BY DI RECTI ON OF THE COWM SSI ON; COWM SSI ONERS BRENNER AND CHRI STI E

WlliamS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve Director



